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Abstract 
One of the most traumatic events in American history 
was the American Civil War. In 1860, South Carolina seceded 
from the Union and within six months, ten southern states, 
including Georgia and Virginia followed suit.1 These 
southern states fought against the northern states of the 
Union from April 12, 1861 until April 9, 1865. Finally, 
when the hostilities were concluded, the southern states 
rejoined the union. Unfortunately, in some ways, the 
hostilities never really subsided and remained in the minds 
of many Southerners. 
In 1961, under the supervision of the National Civil 
War Centennial Commission, the United States began a four- 
year centennial commemoration to honor all the soldiers and 
individuals who took part in the American Civil War. 
Atlanta, Charleston, and Richmond were three of the many 
cities that represented the Confederacy during the 
Centennial. However, each of these three cities used the 
George Brown Tindall and David E. Shi, America: A 
Native History, 4th ed., vol.1 (New York: W. W. Norton & 
Company, Inc., 1996), 693. 
v 
VI 
event in different ways. Disguised by the national goals 
for the Centennial, Atlanta, Charleston, and Richmond staged 
events and memorials that either served to recreate or 
promote their social or economic function in society. In 
the case of Atlanta, the city attempted to perpetuate its 
economic role as a leading center for commerce and industry. 
Charleston, on the other hand, dedicated its time to 
recreating an "Old South" consisting of the aristocracy, 
segregation, and southern independence. Finally, Richmond 
appeared to have combined of all three: rather than limit 
its commemoration to simply one aspect, Richmond 
incorporated memorialization, commerce, and a touch of the 
"Old South" sentiment into its commemoration. 
Chapter 1 
Atlanta, Charleston, and Richmond 
Following the Civil War 
The American Civil War ended in 1865, but the memory of 
the Confederacy's loss lingered in the minds of many 
Southerners one-hundred years later. The Confederates 
watched as their way of life ended in April, 1865. 
Stubbornly, many Southerners refused to let the idea of a 
wealthy and white-dominated South fade away. Consequently, 
in some cities aged hatred against the North and African- 
Americans surfaced during the centennial of the American 
Civil War. In contrast, other cities accepted the new way 
of life and welcomed diversity and change. 
The major cities of the Confederacy included Richmond, 
Virginia, Atlanta, Georgia and Charleston, South Carolina, 
which played crucial roles in the South during the war. 
Each city reacted differently during the Centennial -- 
Charleston demonstrated regret, Atlanta welcomed change and 
progress, and Richmond accepted defeat and urged industrial 
prosperity. The Civil War officially began in Charleston on 
April 12, 1861, and as a result of the war, Richmond and 
Atlanta were drawn into a four year battle with the Union 
1 
2 
forces. All three cities, but particularly Charleston, 
suffered economic and physical damage from the fighting. 
Ironically, the three cities emerged from the war with 
different attitudes concerning change. Atlanta and Richmond 
accepted the demand for diversification and met the emerging 
age of industrialization and manufacturing. Rather than 
spend time mourning losses from the war, Atlanta and 
Richmond began to create an economy without slavery. 
Resolutely, Charlestonians rejected the idea of conforming 
to the northern, industrialized way of life. 
Charleston's economy prior to the war was founded on 
slavery and agriculture. Thus, following the surrender of 
the Confederate forces, the city's economy and way of life 
also suffered a bitter defeat. Throughout the South, slaves 
made up a large portion of a plantation owner's capital. 
Thus, following emancipation, the slave-holders suffered an 
economic loss. In addition, the city of Charleston suffered 
physical damage as well. At the end of the war, one 
Charlestonian commented that in September 1865 the city 
contained "enough of woe and want and ruin and ravage to 
satisfy the most insatiate heart. We never again can have 
3 
the Charleston of the decade previous to the war."1 
Charleston continued to mourn the disintegration of its 
lifestyle seven years after the conclusion of the war. An 
observer stated in 1872 that "the birthplace of the 
rebellion still slumbered in the deep sluggard languor of 
southern cities on a winter morning."2 Charlestonians 
viewed the Union victory as the death and destruction of the 
principles, interests, and way of life known to the city. 
By comparison, many individuals regarded Atlanta as an 
urban center based on "Yankee" enterprise. One resident 
noted in 1865 that "from all this ruin and devastation a new 
city is springing up with marvelous rapidity."3 The 
entrepreneurial spirit had infected the city; indeed by 
1886, an observer in Atlanta commented, "there is nothing of 
the Old South about it and all the traditions of the old- 
time South, which are made poetical to dignify effete pride 
and logical poverty, have no place in the men of the present 
Quoted in Don H. Doyle, New Men, New Cities, New 
South: Atlanta, Nashville, Charleston, Mobile, 1860-1910 
(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1990), 56. 
•'Doyle, New Men, 58. 
3Ibid. , 35 . 
4 
in the young and thriving Gate City."4 Whereas Charleston 
sealed itself off from newcomers and progressive ideas, 
Atlanta welcomed new blood and thought. 
Richmond appeared to possess an attitude similar to 
that of Atlanta's. Citizens of Richmond dreamed of an era 
rich in prosperity with factories and industry taking the 
place of the slave-based agricultural system of the 
antebellum South.5 The gospel of the "New South" had 
saturated Richmond with energy in 1900, and Richmond 
boosters had celebrated the achievement of ranking first in 
the South in manufactured goods.6 The New York Times carried 
an article that stated, "we must be a part of the new South, 
nay, a part of the Virginia which is even now rousing itself 
like a young lion from past listlessness and awakening to a 
conviction of commercial strength in comparison with which 
former years have little to show."7 
4Ibid., 88. 
501d Virginia Restored: An Interpretation of the 
Progressive Impulse, 1870-1930 (Charlottesville: The 
University Press of Virginia, 1968), 25. 
6Allen W. Moger, Virginia, Bourbonism to Byrd, 1810- 
1925 (Charlottesville: The University Press of Virginia, 
1968), 124. 
7New York Times, 17 January 1887. 
5 
Atlanta and Richmond advocated a movement toward 
entrepreneurship and industry in the late 1800s and early 
1900s. Nonetheless, at the creation of the National Civil 
War Centennial Commission in 1958, all three cities welcomed 
the opportunity to commemorate the Centennial of the Civil 
War in the 1960s. The National Civil War Centennial 
Commission, created to supervise the observances of the four 
years of remembrance, defined the goals of the 
commemorations. The Commission stated that the objective 
was not "simply to string together a series of holidays, 
reviving here the exultation of victory and there the 
sadness of defeat."8 On the contrary, the purpose of the 
Centennial was to "give us understanding of the way in which 
Americans built from sacrifice and suffering an enduring 
Nation and a lasting peace."9 Further, "the centennial 
observance must be a new study of American patriotism - a 
study which should give us a deeper understanding of the 
immense reserves of bravery, of sacrifice, and of idealism 
8Paul M. Angle, "Tragic Years: The Civil War and Its 
Commemoration," South Atlantic Quarterly LX (Autumn 1961), 
375. 
9Ibid. 
6 
which lie in the American character."10 Sadly, in addition 
to the Commission's written goals, the Centennial 
commemorations sparked protest, encouraged commercialism, 
and in some cases promoted sectionalism. Consequently, one- 
hundred years after each city suffered defeat, Atlanta, 
Charleston, and Richmond used the Civil War Centennial to 
commemorate and reconstruct different images and feelings 
concerning the American Civil War and the "Old South." 
On December 6, 1960, President Dwight D. Eisenhower 
urged "all Americans" to unite in commemoration of the Civil 
War through a four-year festival of parades, re-enactments, 
observances, and educational programs on the one-hundredth 
anniversary of the American Civil War.11 Eisenhower's 
proclamation further requested the aid of museums, colleges, 
societies, and other institutions to cooperate in the four 
years of re-enactment beginning with the bombardment of Fort 
Sumter and concluding with the surrender at Appomattox. The 
sacrifices made by individuals of the North and South during 
the Civil War demonstrated fortitude and dedication. 
Therefore, the Centennial served to pay respect to the 
10Ibid. 
ilC. Vann Woodward, "Reflections On A Centennial: The 
American Civil War," The Yale Review L (June 1961), 481. 
7 
valiant efforts and losses endured by both sides during the 
historical conflict.12 
Southern cities cominemorated the Civil War in various 
ways. Atlanta, Georgia, greeted the occasion to further 
perpetuate its devout "southernness" and to celebrate its 
ability to overcome defeat. In addition, Atlanta accepted 
its role as the leader of the "New South." The term "New 
South" represented an idea of reconciliation in terms of 
sectional differences, racial harmony, improved industry, 
and diversified agriculture. Atlanta represented the "New 
South" ideal and hoped to propel itself to the forefront of 
regional affairs and lead the unified nation. Unfortunately, 
the degree of change and separation from the antebellum 
South to that of the "New South" was greatly exaggerated.^ 
Sadly in other areas of the South, the idea of 
reconciliation and national harmony was discarded, and the 
Centennial's goals as stated by the national committee met 
fierce opposition. 
12Ibid. 
13Paul M. Gaston, The New South Creed (New York: Alfred 
A. Knopf, 1970), 7; W. J. Cash, The Mind of the South (New 
York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1941), x. 
Chapter 2 
Charleston: Unable to Forget 
In 1961, the Centennial provided Charleston with an 
excuse to languish in the past and mourn the loss of the 
"Old South." Thus, in Charleston, the purpose of the 
Centennial also served to refurbish the myth of the "Lost 
Cause. " 
The myth of the "Lost Cause" originated soon after the 
Civil War and supplied Southerners with a justification for 
the suffering of valiant men and women who were effected by 
the defeat of the Confederacy. The war resulted in over 
628,000 American deaths and a humiliating defeat for the 
Southerners. In striving to vindicate their loss, 
Southerners created the myth of the "Lost Cause", which 
rationalized the war as a valiant attempt to preserve "the 
southern way of life."1 In the South, organizations such as 
the United Confederate Veterans, United Sons of Confederate 
Veterans, and United Daughters of the Confederacy developed 
in the late nineteenth century in order to pay homage to 
those who fought and lost in the Civil War. These 
'Frank E. Vandiver, "The Confederate Myth," Southwest 
Review XLVI (Summer 1961), 199. 
8 
9 
organizations attempted to validate the war experience 
through various services, which offered an escape and 
rationalization for the southern defeat. Reunions and 
activities provided veterans with a temporary release from 
society and created a sense of unity. "The activities 
offered southerners relief from the social tensions of the 
period and from the pains of defeat. Participating in the 
activities, they had enjoyed a renewed sense of confidence 
and had experienced a deeper sense of social unity."" In 
Charleston, an attitude similar to that found in the 1880s 
persisted even into the 1960s, and occasionally appeared in 
other cities throughout the four-year commemoration of the 
Centennial. 
One-hundred years prior to the Centennial, Charleston, 
fearful of northern oppression and clinging to the southern 
lifestyle, which embraced slavery, seceded from the Union on 
December 20, 1860. According to one Charleston planter, "we 
are oppressed and are contending for all that we hold most 
dear-our property-our institutions-our honor-aye and our 
•^Gaines Foster, Ghosts of the Confederacy (New York: 
Oxford University Press, 1987), 127. 
10 
very lives!"3 Georgia and Virginia seceded from the Union 
shortly after South Carolina. 
On December 20, 1960, in commemoration of Charleston's 
secession from the Union, Governor Ernest F. Boilings 
proclaimed, "in honor, memory and commemoration of our 
illustrious ancestors and brave patriots who fought and died 
in dedication to the principles of truth and the cause of 
eternal right, which is the noblest cause of all," that this 
"day be known and styled as South Carolina Secession 
Centennial Day and as such be a state holiday."4 Thus, 
Charleston joyously celebrated the day, when a century 
earlier, South Carolina had seceded from the Union and 
extended an invitation to the other slave-holding states to 
join a Confederacy of "great free and prosperous people, 
whose renown must spread throughout the civilized world, and 
pass down ... to the remotest ages."5 South Carolina 
3Quoted in Walter J. Fraser, Jr., Charleston! 
Charleston! (Columbia: University of South Carolina Press, 
1989), 245. 
4
"Gov. Rollings Proclaims Tuesday, Secession Day, 
Holiday For S.C. Employees," Charleston iVews and Courier, 21 
December 1960. 
C
'W.D. Workman, "When S.C. Seceded," Charleston News and 
Courier, 19 December 1960. 
11 
Judge T. B. Greneker observed during the Centennial that "if 
it be necessary to secede again, then let's secede. There 
are a great many things worse than defeat."6 
Following the conclusion of the war, the Confederacy, 
and more specifically, Charleston, resented the North for 
its perceived oppression. The institution of slavery ended 
and the economy in the South weakened. Because of the loss 
of the war, the ill-feeling for the Union pervaded the daily 
lives of Charlestonians. After the war, citizens in 
Charleston who demonstrated respect for the American flag 
had been ostracized by the rest of the community. Pride and 
tradition filled the hearts and souls of many 
Charlestonians. Accepting defeat seemed impossible; 
therefore, the Charlestonians embraced the Centennial as a 
way to recreate the antebellum South.7 
Charleston touched off the 1960 Centennial with a 
"dazzling fireworks display" and a "mammoth pageant" 
featuring a cast of over 1,000 individuals acting out "The 
6W.D. Workman, "Edgefield Observes Centennial of S.C. 
Secession Action," Charleston News and Courier, 17 December 
1960. 
7Fraser, Charleston! Charleston!, 281. 
12 
Charleston Story."8 The Charleston News and Courier noted 
that the pageant included "pretty girls, marching bands, 
horses and carriages, guns, fireworks, period costumes, 
music and dance numbers."9 
Local citizens produced and performed a play called the 
"Charleston Story" describing the birth of Charles Town and 
its development to 1961. The Charlestonians professed their 
century-long distaste for the North during the re-enactment 
of the 1860 presidential election. A series of boos and 
hisses were heard during the re-enactment following the 
introduction of Abraham Lincoln as president. Shortly after 
Lincoln was elected, the Charlestonians were elated and the 
boos turned into cheers when the secession of South Carolina 
was toasted and the band began playing "Dixie."10 
On January 9, 1961, Charleston feverishly celebrated 
the one-hundred year anniversary of the firing on the Union 
vessel. Star of the West. The support for the attack still 
remained in 1961. According to one editorial, "firing on 
the Star of the West and all it represented was not an act 
8Charleston News and Courier, 14 April 1961. 
sIbid. 
10Ibid. 
13 
of jingoism but of splendid courage," and "by displaying 
political courage of rare order, South Carolinians earned a 
place among the heroes of history."11 For the most part, 
the re-enactments of the Civil War provided an entertaining 
learning experience for its viewers. 
A staff writer for the News and Courier humorously 
described an event that took place during the "Star of the 
West" pageant. According to the reporter, two young boys 
dressed in Confederate uniforms with painted beards and 
sideburns were passing out programs. The interviewer noted 
that the young children knew the story of the firing on the 
vessel so well that he decided he had better leave before he 
was embarrassed by the children's knowledge of the event. 
Before departure, however, the writer asked the young boy 
which side had won the war -- the Union or the Confederacy. 
In response, the young rebel stated, "No one really won it. 
It's still going on."12 
At the same time as Charleston was re-enacting the 
firing on the "Star of the West," the University of Georgia 
was facing the integration of the school with African- 
11
 "A Day to Remember," Charleston News and Courier, 9 
January 1961. 
12 Charleston News and Courier, 10 January 1961. 
14 
Americans. Once again, the fear of federal domination 
loomed in the minds of Southerners. The Charleston News and 
Courier declared, "federal force against the people's will 
at the state and community levels has the same effect as 
conquest by an enemy."13 According to the author, "white 
southerners will have to seek new ways to save their 
civilization."14 Charlestonians sensed that the pressure 
from the federal government in 1961 was similar to the 
pressure which forced them to secede in 1860. As one 
editorial stated, "One hundred years after the war started, 
some of the same differences still exist over the rights of 
local self-government."15 
Opposition toward such views was also published in the 
News and Courier. The newspaper printed an article from a 
New York City resident which was addressed to the News and 
Courier and stated, "I just had the displeasure of finding 
and reading your newspaper. . . .The bigotry and reaction 
which are expressed in your editorials and letters to the 
13
"The Lights Go Down," Charleston News and Courier, 11 
January 1961. 
14Ibid. 
15
"Rekindling Civil Strife, " Charleston News and 
Courier, 19 March 1961. 
15 
editor reflect your ignorance of justified social 
changes."16 It appeared that the attitudes and beliefs that 
Charleston had maintained in the 1860s were rejuvenated 
during the Centennial. 
Nonetheless, the Citadel cadets re-enacted the firing 
on the Star of the West in grand fashion. The drama 
initiated the four-year observance of the Centennial. The 
cadets, dressed in Confederate uniforms, performed the 
firing on the federal ship using five cannons firing 24- 
pound shot, similar to the ones used on January 9, 1861.17 
The New York Tribune responded to the commemoration in an 
editorial stating, "One wonders how the cadets of the 
Citadel of Charleston . . . can avoid feeling a little 
silly. The Civil War seems too close and too tragic to make 
a cowboys-and-Indians pageant out of it."1® The News and 
Courier attacked the Tribune and defended the commemoration 
stating, "we deny. . . that Citadel cadets need to feel 
silly when wearing period costumes, or that anyone should be 
16Jacob Horowitz, "Call For The Censor," Charleston 
News and Courier, 16 February 1961. 
11
 Charleston News and Courier, 9 January 1961. 
18
"Recalling History," Charleston News and Courier, 12 
January 1961. 
16 
ashamed at decent presentations of history."19 The 
celebration included commentary on events leading up to the 
firing on the Union vessel while enthusiastic children 
watched the simulated launching of the shots from perches on 
top of their father's shoulders. High school bands played a 
variety of marching songs of the period, including Dixie, 
and after the simulated shots were fired, they struck up The 
Star Spangled Banner. The re-enactment marked the beginning 
of a three-day, family-oriented observance that included a 
costume ball and memorial services for the Confederate 
dead.20 Unfortunately, a more serious conflict emerged 
later. 
In the early 1960s Charleston remained a predominantly 
segregated city. As one might have expected, when the 
Centennial Commission arranged for the annual meeting to 
take place in Charleston, Madaleine Williams, an African- 
American member of the New Jersey delegation was denied 
accommodations at the Fort Sumter Hotel. Executive director 
of the New Jersey Commission, Everett Landers, stated that 
19 Ibid. 
20Edith Evans Asbury, "Civil War 'Shots' Echo in 
Pageant," New York Times, 10 January 1961. 
17 
Charleston Mayor J. Palmer Gaillard had said that "Mrs 
Williams' arrival at the hotel would be very embarrassing to 
all concerned, and that she would not be permitted to live 
or eat at the hotel."21 When news of the incident reached 
the Executive Committee of the Centennial Commission they 
claimed that the commission "has no authority or 
jurisdiction by which it can dictate" the policies enacted 
by the proprietors in Charleston.22 
President Kennedy opposed the idea of segregation and 
recommended that the Commission hold its conference at a 
non-segregated facility. Governor Rollings stated that 
"neither the president nor the governor can dictate to a 
hotel who it may or may not receive as guests."23 
Bruce Catton, Civil War historian and chairman of the 
New York Commission, followed the precedent set by the New 
Jersey delegation and planned a boycott of the conference in 
Charleston. According to Catton, if the ceremonies were 
21Alvin Shuster, "President Tells Civil War Unit Not to 
Hold Segregated Meeting," New York Times, 24 March 1961. 
22Alvin Shuster, "Civil War Centennial Rebuffs 
Kennedy's Desegregation Plea," New York Times, 22 March 
1961 . 
23Ibid. 
18 
essentially "closed to Negro citizens," the New York 
Commission could not be represented in Charleston. On 
behalf of the New York Commission, Catton added, "we do not 
believe that any bigotry belongs in any Civil War centennial 
ceremony. "2'1 
Although the New Jersey Commission understood that the 
National Commission could not dictate the policies of 
Charleston, it added that it did have the power to "cancel 
the Fourth National Assembly forthwith, and to reschedule 
the program in a city which represents the birthright of all 
people of all races."25 The Centennial Commission rejected 
President Kennedy's initial request that the conference take 
place at an integrated facility. However, the Commission 
reluctantly capitulated and accepted the president's second 
appeal to hold the conference at the desegregated Federal 
Naval Station in Charleston. The New Jersey delegation 
hesitantly agreed to attend the Centennial conference, but 
recognized "with deep regret the fact that it will probably 
be denied the freedom of movement in the city of Charleston, 
^Alvin Shuster, "President Tells," New York Times, 24 
March 1961. 
"ibid. 
19 
S.C."26 Nevertheless, California's delegation refused to 
attend the commemoration. Justin Turner of Los Angeles 
commented that the delegation would not attend because of 
"the South Carolina people's attitude toward colored 
people. "21 
In response to the incident, several editorials in the 
News and Courier strongly supported Charleston's position 
regarding tradition and culture. In opposition to President 
Kennedy and the delegates of the National Civil War 
Centennial Commission, one Charleston citizen ridiculed the 
president's stance on integration. The News and Courier 
denounced the president's response and ran a letter that 
stated, "instead of peaceful commemoration of a war long 
past, the U.S. government, egged on by radical racial 
organizations, seems bent on fanning the embers of hatred 
into new and possibly disastrous flames."28 The author of 
the letter blamed the federal government for igniting the 
racial animosity visible in Charleston. Conversely, one 
26
"Jerseyans Will Go To War Centennial," New York 
Times, 29 March 1961. 
:
"'Civil War Centennial Will Meet at Desegregated Base 
in South," Charleston News and Courier, 26 March 1961. 
28Charleston News and Courier, 19 March 1961. 
20 
individual from New York supported the government and 
lambasted the News and Courier for its bigotry. He 
concluded, "Your paper should be held for attempting to 
block justice" and "future laws should be made to prevent 
newspapers, such as yours, from printing anything opposing 
civil rights.""9 Reacting to the northerner's comment, 
another Charlestonian stated, "those who are not in sympathy 
with the program being arranged in Charleston next month of 
course have a right -- and in our opinion an obligation -- 
to stay away. We can think of many individuals and 
organizations whose absence we shall applaud."30 Another 
News and Courier editorial asserted that the National 
Centennial Commission seceded from Charleston and was 
holding its own meeting on federal territory.31 Charleston 
resident Elizabeth Nathans stated that the hotel owner was 
simply following the laws of South Carolina and that the 
owner should be "commended and have the respect of every law 
29Charleston News and Courier, 16 February 1961. 
30
"Centennial Boycott," Charleston News and Courier, 11 
March 1961. 
J1
"Who Seceded?" Charleston News and Courier, 6 April 
1961. K 
21 
abiding citizen in the South. ... We need more like 
him. "22 
Nat Cabell, a member of the legislature from Charleston 
County, argued against the position on integration held by 
President Kennedy and the northern commissions. Cabell 
stated that he was discouraged with all the outside 
interference "and the disparagement of the customs and 
beliefs of the people of my state." He continued, "I hope 
none of the members who are in accord with that action will 
ever visit South Carolina. They are most unwelcome and I 
hope they will not impose their presence upon us."33 
Ralph McGill, of the Atlanta Constitution, chided 
Charleston for its behavior, writing, "that Charleston 
should insist on having a segregated version of the war 100 
years after it began is one of the most unbelievable stories 
of our time."34 Additionally, one frustrated observer was 
shocked at the attitudes of those living in Charleston and 
stated that the segregation dispute was an "embarrassment 
32Elizabeth Nathan, editorial, Charleston News and 
Courier, 28 March 1961. 
33
"Rep. Cabell Yanks the Welcome Mat," Charleston News 
and Courier, 27 March 1961. 
34Atlanta Journal, 8 April 1961. 
22 
and a stain on the entire concept of the Centennial. More 
than that, the observer continued, "it is a sign that the 
passions and enmities of a century ago are in too many 
quarters as deeply and as bitterly held as ever."35 
Regardless of all the racial controversy, the 
celebration at Fort Sumter proceeded as planned and included 
an outdoor festival, a re-creation of Charleston's history, 
a re-enactment of the firing on the fort, and a fireworks 
display. The re-enactment of the bombardment attracted over 
65,000 spectators. Young boys and girls perched atop their 
parent's shoulders watched the fireworks that represented 
the shells fired at the fort one-hundred years before. 
Throughout the simulated bombardment, electrically started 
fires produced the authentic effect of structural burning. 
According to one visitor, "no one could have doubted that he 
was in Dixie. Nearly every child in sight was wearing a 
Confederate hat and waving his own miniature flag."36 
At the beginning of the commemoration, the orator 
sarcastically requested that the spectators from all regions 
35
"Civil War Celebrations," editorial. The Commonweal 
21 April 1961, 93. 
36
"Charleston News and Courier, 13 April 1961. 
23 
of the Nation not "start another war while you're here."37 
Despite this warning, a war of words ensued between the 
Charleston native, Ashley Halsey, Jr., and the leader of the 
New Jersey delegation, Donald Flamm. Halsey, while 
attending a private, segregated luncheon sponsored by the 
South Carolina Confederate Centennial Commission, made 
unpleasant remarks toward New Jersey's hypocrisy and 
commented that "racial prejudice and discrimination in New 
Jersey is still such that it takes amazing effrontery for 
its politicians to rebuke any other state."38 Later, at an 
integrated National Centennial Commission dinner, Halsey 
continued with derogatory remarks aimed at the northern 
delegates. In response. New Jersey delegate Flamm furiously 
rebuked Halsey, stating that Halsey had disgraced the 
commemoration with his disrespectful remarks and bad 
judgment. Flamm claimed that the Southerner's remarks were 
made to "incite bitterness, to open old wounds, and ... to 
37
 "'Please Don't Start Another War,'" Newsweek, 24 
April 19 61, 4 0. 
38
"Halsey, N.J. Squabbling Erupts at 'War' Banquet," 
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rub salt into tortured flesh."39 The New York Commission, 
after finally agreeing to attend the ceremonies, was equally 
disheartened at Halsey's oration. The commission objected 
to a portion of Halsey's speech that "referred to Abraham 
Lincoln as a man about whose birth there are 'rumors of 
illegitimacy.'"40 Upon hearing the New York Commission's 
rebuttal, Halsey told newsmen: "I humbly apologize to 
Abraham Lincoln and members of the New Jersey commission for 
anything which might be taken as a reflection on them 
personally. I regret any offense given anyone."41 
Halsey defended his actions and stated that he had 
submitted his speech to the National Commission six days in 
advance and had received no objections as to its content. 
Halsey was prepared to make a speech regarding segregation 
laws; however, after the New Jersey incident arose, he 
omitted that part of his speech to avoid any 
misinterpretation. Halsey added that he was saddened by the 
39
 Billy Bowles, "New York Joins N.J. in Protest," 
Charleston News and Courier, 13 April 1961. 
40
"N.J. Official Blasts Halsey for Speech," Charleston 
News and Courier, 13 April 1961. 
41
"Rain, Disagreement Dampen Centennial," Savannah 
Morning News, 13 April 1961. 
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fact that the Centennial gatherings in Charleston were 
labeled "integrated" and "segregated." However, he 
mentioned that one article in the Charleston News and 
Courier had been titled, "Who fired the first shot?" Halsey 
humorously determined after the commemoration that the 
answer was the New Jersey delegation.42 
In response to the commemoration of the firing on Fort 
Sumter, Secretary of State James F. Byrnes confessed that 
although the Centennial Commission had grand intentions, the 
commemorations held in Charleston were a mistake. Several 
people living in Charleston agreed with Byrnes. A non- 
native taxi driver in Charleston added that he had no desire 
of rekindling century-old grievances caused by the Civil 
War.43 Similarly, one out-of-state observer, Frank Dawson, 
noted that the Fort Sumter commemoration appeared to run 
counter to all goals of the National Centennial Commission 
and in his opinion simply resurrected "national shame and 
42
"'Sad Capitulation' Bemoaned by Halsey," Charleston 
News and Courier, 15 April 1961. 
43
 Kenneth Love, "'Reliving' of War Feared By Byrnes," 
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agony."44 Moreover, a letter written to the News and 
Courier affirmed that the future of South Carolina loomed 
disastrous if "the people of this state continue to look 
backward to the South of I860."45 
In contrast to the negative opinions, several individuals 
were delighted at the Charleston Centennial festivities. An 
editorial from a man in Pennsylvania praised Charleston for 
its activities and guaranteed the News and Courier that "the 
actions of certain northern states are not the expression of 
the rank and file Northerners."46 One section in the News and 
Courier entitled "Even Yankees Comment" included several 
statements from northerners applauding Charleston and its 
"stand against Kennedy, Grant, and the rat pack." Another 
editorial suggested that Charleston "invite the members who 
wish Mr. Kennedy's way of life to come later and have a 
centennial celebration of the Carpet Baggers' convention. 
44
"'Please Don't Start Another War,'" Newsweek 24 
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45Editorial, Charleston News and Courier, 20 May 1961. 
46William Barto, editorial, Charleston News and 
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Events during the Centennial confirmed Charleston's 
historical pride in celebrating the Confederacy. Memorial 
work emerged in Charleston and other southern cities long 
before the Centennial. The Ladies Memorial Association in 
Charleston had led the movement in the years soon after the 
Civil War. Charleston's wealthy families who supported the 
South during the war feverishly launched associations to 
raise money and create Confederate monuments commemorating 
the fallen soldiers. Records of such societies as the 
United Daughters of the Confederacy indicated a strong 
upper-class following, including well-known names such as 
"Gaillard, Grimball, Manigault, Middleton, Porcher, Ravenel, 
and Rutledge.Not surprisingly, the old, well-to-do 
families of Charleston paid homage to the cause of the 
Confederacy in the 1960s. The commemorative events during 
the Centennial celebration illustrated the deep southern 
pride and heritage and further verified the notion that 
Charleston never quite recovered emotionally from the 
South's defeat in the Civil War. 
Charleston made an effort to promote factual 
information about the American Civil War. The News and 
48Foster, Ghosts, 44. 
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Courier featured several articles written by Civil War 
historian Bruce Catton. Catton urged the commissions not to 
let the Centennial become a celebrated event. Catton did 
not condone the idea of "celebrating" the tragedy of the 
war. In regard to the Civil War, Catton stated that 
"America plunged into the costliest war in their experience 
simply because they and their leaders refused to try to find 
an answer to the most momentous problem that they faced."49 
Consequently, Catton wrote a series of educational articles 
published in papers all over the nation. The News and 
Courier contributed to the goal of education and published a 
section entitled "Flags of the Confederacy." The article 
discussed the history of South Carolina's secession and 
provided illustrations of all the flags used by the South 
during the Civil War.50 Unfortunately, Charleston's more 
noble efforts were overshadowed by its deep-seated 
historical pride. Thus, its unwillingness to accept change 
and its romantic desire for the lifestyle of the antebellum 
South controlled the events during the Centennial. 
49Charleston News and Courier, 9 January 1961. 
50
"Flags of the Confederacy," Charleston News and 
Courier, 18 December 1960. 
Regardless of the well-planned intentions set forth by the 
National Centennial Commission, Charleston inadvertently 
developed, pursued, and carried out its own designs: to 
recreate the antebellum South and to celebrate the "Lost 
Cause." 
Chapter 3 
Atlanta Reborn 
Ironically, while Charleston languished in the past, 
Atlanta emerged from the Civil War with an altogether 
different attitude. Rather than dwell on defeat, Atlanta 
rebuilt itself and became the symbol of the "New South." 
Following the Civil War, Henry Grady, publisher of the 
Atlanta Constitution, advocated the rebuilding of the South. 
Grady recommended that the southern states escape from the 
agricultural economy based on slavery and look for a new 
industrialized economic structure. According to Grady, 
Atlanta emerged victorious after the war due to the outburst 
of energetic young men traveling from the farms and pastures 
to pursue a new life in the city. Grady professed that 
"Atlanta is full of these self-made men. They enrich her 
blood, quicken her pulse and give her vitality. . . . They 
have won fame and fortune by no accident of inheritance."1 
Finally, Grady stressed that the "South of slavery and 
secession -- that South is dead. There is a South of Union 
'Don H. Doyle, New Men, New Cities, New South: Atlanta, 
Nashville, Charleston, Mobile, 1860-1910 (Chapel Hill: 
University of North Carolina Press, 1990), 87. 
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and freedom -- that South, thank God, is living, breathing, 
growing every hour."2 Grady strove to promote Atlanta and 
encourage outside investment in a new, urban, and 
industrialized southern city. 
Stemming from Grady's successful promotion of the city, 
many individuals from all parts of the country moved to 
Atlanta to seek their fortunes in the decades after the 
Civil War. The blossoming of the industrial age and the 
expansion of the railroad illuminated Atlanta's strategic 
position: it was the gateway for freight destined for the 
Northeast or West. During the war, Atlanta had served as 
the second largest manufacturing center of weapons and 
clothing for the Confederacy.3 At the end of the conflict, 
Atlanta became the focal point for northern industrialists 
and entrepreneurs. Businessmen in Atlanta gathered in large 
groups in the post-bellum years and discussed the future of 
their city. The growth and prosperity of Atlanta was among 
the foremost goals of the business elite. Consequently, the 
people of Atlanta formed a new Chamber of Commerce. The 
-John B. Boles, The South Through Time: A History of an 
American Region, vol. 2 (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall, 
1995), 381. 
3Kenneth C. Davis, Don't Know Much About the Civil War 
(New York: William Morrow and Company, Inc., 1996), 377. 
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first one had floundered during the war and the new Chamber 
of 1871 governed every sector of the local economy, 
especially the railroads. Ultimately, the Chamber became 
"the throbbing, pulsing heart of our commercial system."4 
The town grew and prospered from the flourishing 
industrialization and the spirit of the businessmen, serving 
a mixture of cultures.5 In 1874, one visitor to Atlanta 
stated, "Excepting that the map and climate tell me I am in 
the heart of Dixie, I would believe this to be a bustling, 
thriving, growing city of the North or West."6 
In becoming the "thriving" city, Atlanta overcame the 
past by accepting its role as the model of the "New South." 
As such, Atlanta rivaled major southern cities. 
Unfortunately, in many areas of the South, to make a 
reference to the "New South" implied condemnation of Old 
South traditions. In 1887, one southerner took offense to 
the statement, claiming that the phrase, "''New South' is 
tantamount to an insinuation that there is something about 
^Atlanta Constitution, 8, 12 March 1885. 
5Doyle, New Men, 33, 35. 
6Quoted in Doyle, New Men, 37. 
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the antebellum South to be ashamed of, and which has been 
remedied by contact with a higher civilization. And both 
the allegation and insinuation are false, and degrading to 
us."7 Hence, the quest to promote Atlanta's growth and 
renewal did meet some opposition. 
For the most part, however, Atlanta rejected the old 
southern way of life and trivialized its antebellum 
heritage. Rather, it prided itself on its triumph from 
destruction. Thus, during the centennial commemorations, 
Atlanta glorified in its ability to reconstruct the city of 
ashes into an industrially dominant metropolis. It 
attempted to discard the stereotypes typical of the Old 
South that were imbedded in cities such as Charleston. 
Unlike Charleston, Atlanta welcomed diversity, and prior to 
the commemorations in Atlanta, the executive director of the 
United States Civil War Centennial Commission, James 
Robertson, Jr., wrote the chairman of the Georgia 
Commission, Mr. Beverly Dubose, Jr., warning him that "none 
of us wants a repetition of the Charleston mess."8 Dubose 
Foster, Ghosts, 82. 
8James Robertson, Jr., to Beverly Dubose, Jr., 10 
February 1964, Georgia Civil War Centennial Commission, 
Civil War Centennial Correspondence, Georgia State Archives, 
Atlanta, GA (hereafter cited as GCWCC). 
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substantiated the claim that Atlanta was more progressive 
than Charleston and had much to offer the Centennial. He 
continued, "the city ... to say the least, was not exactly 
southern, as probably 70% of the population came from other 
parts of the country." Dubose assured Executive Director 
Robertson that Atlanta's leadership was responsible enough 
to maintain order concluding that "you will probably have 
less to fear in Atlanta than in almost any city that you 
hold the meeting."5 
Industrial progress was Atlanta's trademark. In 
accordance with the theme of progress, the Atlanta 
Centennial Commission inaugurated the one-hundred year 
commemoration by featuring movies such as The Phoenix and 
Gone with the Wind. The Phoenix perpetuated Atlanta's 
determination to persevere and conquer the destruction 
resulting from the Civil War. As one Atlanta promoter 
wrote, "just as the fabled bird, the Phoenix rose in 
youthful freshness from its own ashes," so too did the city 
9Beverly Dubose Jr., to James Robertson Jr., 14 
February 1961, GCWCC, Civil War Centennial Correspondence, 
Georgia State Archives, Atlanta, GA. 
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of Atlanta.10 Henceforward, the phoenix became Atlanta's 
symbol- The Phoenix claimed to provide an authentic account 
of the Civil War from Jefferson Davis's inauguration "to the 
bitter days of 1865, when the city is burned and torn and 
bleeding - but with its people determined to build a new and 
better future."11 The Phoenix represented one way in which 
Atlanta demonstrated its attitude of success and modernity. 
Gone with the Wind further immortalized Atlanta's 
ability to transform itself pursuant to the demands of the 
nation. The main character in Margaret Mitchell's book, 
Scarlett O'Hara, played by the British actress Vivien Leigh, 
represented the "New South" with its energy and desire to 
overcome the destruction of the past. In the story, 
Scarlett discarded her aristocratic and plantation mentality 
that left her chained to the past. Instead, she accepted 
the fact that she must remold her life around the demands of 
an industrialized society; therefore. Scarlet opened a 
prosperous business. Moreover, she disregarded the myth of 
the pristine "southern belle" and was determined to overcome 
10
"Georgia to Open Centennial With Two Big Events, 
Athens Banner Herald, 18 January 1961. 
ii Ibid. 
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any obstacle, whether it was death, poverty, or war.12 Like 
Scarlet, Atlanta cast aside its southern tradition and 
followed the current of progress. Ernest Rogers of the 
Atlanta Constitution praised Gone with the Wind stating, 
"there could be no more fitting beginning for Our State's 
Centennial Celebration than this showing of 'Gone with the 
Wind.'" Rogers continued, "it should set just the proper 
mood for those of us who today are proud of our city and 
marvel from day to day."13 In addition, Rogers praised 
Atlanta's progress and commented that "less than 100 years 
ago it was but a handful of ashes and a pile of rubble but 
the people who survived proved once more in dramatic form, 
^those who won't be beat can't be beat.'"14 Another 
editorial humorously welcomed "Scarlet" to Atlanta for the 
showing of the film and promised her "better treatment than 
. . . received in Yankeeland" after she was interviewed by 
13Ibid. 
i4Ibid. 
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northern reporters who had no clue as to whom she played in 
the movie.15 
Following the presentation of Gone with the Wind, a 
Centennial Benefit Costume Ball was held in Atlanta. The 
program for the event stated the goals of the Atlanta 
Centennial: 
1 . To honor the valor and sacrifice of Georgians 
who fought and died for principles which they believed 
eternal. 
2. To perpetuate the knowledge and deeds and 
traditions of valiant people. 
3. To educate the public concerning the 
campaigns, shrines, and the human conflict in Georgia, 
in the faith that the knowledge of truth will finally 
lead to understanding and not resentment. 
4. To preserve the monuments, the graves, the 
relics, and the ruins of the wartime past to remind 
this and future generations of their link with history. 
5. To locate and preserve valuable documents, 
diaries, manuscripts, photographs, newspapers and other 
records contributing to the true history of the war. 
Encourage the persons who own such mementos to take or 
send them to the state archives or some local agency 
for filing.16 
15
"For Sure Our Scarlett Gave Yankees a Lesson, Atlanta 
Constitution, 10 March 1961. 
16Program: Centennial Benefit Costume Ball, GCWCC, 
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Hence, the stated goals of Atlanta's Centennial 
commemoration were designed to provide remembrance, 
knowledge, accurate re-enactments, and preservation of Civil 
War monuments. 
Thus, rather than stir-up aged resentment, Atlanta 
established lofty goals for its commemoration; but the city 
was unable to offer as many events as other cities in the 
South. Georgia experienced fewer conflicts than Virginia 
during the war years, thus opportunity for commemoration 
left Georgia, and particular Atlanta, at a disadvantage. It 
was not until the summer of 1964 that Atlanta staged a 
battle re-enactment. Finally, in June 1964, Atlanta 
participants eagerly re-enacted the Battle of Kennesaw 
Mountain. Approximately 7,000 spectators watched as more 
than 2,000 soldiers recreated the historic conflict. It was 
reported by officials that every effort would be made to 
make the battle as authentic and educational as possible. 
According to newspaper articles, the officials succeeded and 
the "realism was stark during the battle. Roaring cannons 
spurted fire and clouds of white smoke and the shock was 
felt 100 yards away. Rifles popped throughout the 
fighting. "17 
17
"'Soldiers' Gave Realistic Touch," Atlanta Journal, 
29 June 1964. 
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After viewing the re-enactment, F.V. Smith, of Atlanta, 
remarked in a letter to Lieutenant Governor Peter Geer, that 
it served as a "proper and fitting memorial to gallant men 
who somehow found the courage to fight on after the last 
shred of hope was gone."18 The letter suggested that the 
individual was pleased with the progress of Atlanta, but 
appeared saddened that "strangely enough" those "little 
Georgia towns" had been "denied the immediate benefits of 
all this progress."19 Smith's letter provided evidence that 
the individual embodied a strong sense of pride in the 
Confederate cause, but typical of many Atlantans, Smith 
welcomed the transformation from the ideals of the "Old 
South" to those of the "New South" following the Civil War. 
Later, with deep regret. Smith also expressed concern 
that the state of Georgia was not playing a leading role in 
the commemorations. Following the re-enactment of the 
battle of Kennesaw Mountain, he commented that "there was 
little or no publicity effort made by the State." Smith 
complained that there was a poor attempt made by the Georgia 
Commission "to accommodate in any respect the many visitors, 
18F.V. Smith to the Lt. Governor of Georgia, 28 June 
1964, Peter Z. Geer Collection, Civil War Centennial, Zach S. 
Henderson Library, Georgia Southern University, Special 
Collections. 
19Ibid. 
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either local or out of state who came to witness this event, 
and a paucity of assistance to the men who actively took 
part."20 It appeared that although Atlanta officials were 
experts in allocating funds for business endeavors, the city 
lagged behind most other cities in providing funds for the 
purpose of commemorating the Centennial. Beverly Dubose 
stated that in 1961 Atlanta had appropriated only $25,000 
dollars for the Centennial observance. On the other hand, 
Richmond had allocated over several hundred thousand dollars 
for the commemorations. 
Others agreed that Atlanta was not doing enough to 
sponsor the Centennial events. Editorial writer Jack 
Spalding asserted that the leadership in Atlanta was to 
blame for the inefficiency of the state Centennial 
Commission. In one article he concluded, "let's get moving. 
We can do something worthwhile, dignified, and honorable 
with this centennial yet if we get a good, scholarly fellow 
to head it up."21 Another Atlantan, R.M. Verner, wrote to 
Beverly Dubose in regard to the apathetic attitude of those 
officials working on the Centennial events. He stated that 
20Ibid. 
"^Spalding, editorial "Now is the Time to Redeem the 
Centennial," (no date given), GCWCC, Civil War Centennial 
Correspondence, Georgia State Archives, Atlanta, GA. 
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he had received several complaints from other Centennial 
offices outside the state of Georgia. The offices 
complained that the officials in Atlanta neglected to send 
Centennial information and failed to respond to letters from 
other Centennial commissions. According to the frustrated 
citizen, more "time has been spent in discouraging rather 
than encouraging the centennial observance.""2 
Fortunately, several other organizations with the 
purpose of commemoration served the Atlanta area. The Sons 
of Confederate Veterans, United Daughters of the 
Confederacy, and the Ladies Memorial Association had been 
performing services for the Confederate soldiers since the 
beginning of the century. When asked if the regional 
commemoration should be combined with the national Memorial 
Day, Harper, president of the Ladies Memorial Association 
stated, "the Ladies' Memorial Association feels like this 
day is still ours and still the Southland's."23 
Despite all the good intentions established by such 
organizations and stated by the Civil War Centennial 
Commission, many Americans found the Centennial disturbing 
""RM Verner to Beverly Dubose, 14 August 1963, GCWCC, 
Civil War Centennial Correspondence, Georgia State Archives, 
Atlanta, GA. 
23Jack Strong, "Atlanta Salutes Gray Dead As Sun Shines 
Its Blessing," Atlanta Constitution, 27 April 1961. 
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and expressed contempt toward those promoting or exploiting 
memorial activities. Eager entrepreneurs found ways to 
exploit the functions endorsed by the commission or 
sponsored by the states. Business people used the 
Centennial as an opportunity to capitalize and increase 
their wealth. 
Reflecting their attitude of reborn prosperity, many of 
the citizens of Atlanta looked to the Centennial as an 
excellent way to make money. According to Ted Lippman of 
the Atlanta Constitution, since the North won the Civil War, 
"all southerners can do is milk Northern tourists with 
battle re-enactments and sell them minie balls."24 Robert 
McKee, also of the Atlanta Constitution, stated that many 
people chuckle when they hear someone say that "the bullet 
that killed General Reynolds has been sold a million 
times."25 Lippman humorously added, "It's good for the 
pocketbook, even if it doesn't do much for the soul."26 
Lippman viewed the Centennial as an excellent opportunity 
24Ted, Lippman, "One Last Charge up at Gettysburg," 
Atlanta Constitution, 3 July 1963. 
25Robert Mckee, "Concessions Crowd Battle Site," 
Atlanta Constitution, 5 July 1963. 
26
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for the South to finally gain some of the spoils of war. He 
remarked, "the South comes out of the Centennial in a lot 
better shape than it came out of the war. There's money in 
the bank. "27 
Sadly, the massive commercialization of the events 
diminished the loftier purpose of the Centennial. Flag 
makers, hotel-owners, railroads, liquor distributors, and 
entertainment corporations capitalized on the Centennial. 
Railroads offered tours of historical areas, gaming 
companies introduced board games featuring movable southern 
and northern soldiers, and the Chrysler Corporation 
introduced its plans for a "specially built Valiant called 
the Dixie Special, to be sold in only four Southern states 
and featuring a finish of 'high gloss . . . Confederate 
Gray. ' ":8 
Some officials remained skeptical of "hucksterism" and 
stated that "too much commercialism may profane the solemn 
import of a centennial commemorating an appalling national 
tragedy."29 Indeed, several observers of the Centennial 
27Ted Lippman, "A New Stillness at Appomattox," Atlanta 
Constitution, 4 July 1965. 
28 Charleston News and Courier, 24 March 1961 
29
"Centennial of the Civil War . . . Business Booms 
like the Gettysburg Cannon," Newsweek, 27 March 1961, 78. 
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detested the use of the pageants to foster big business. 
One individual asked, . .why do 'money-mongers' have to 
degrade something that I prize dearly. . .1 feel disgusted 
at people trying to make money out of something that is part 
of our American heritage."30 Another observer stated that 
"the hucksters will be happy to rekindle old fires of 
dissension in our country for the almighty buck."31 
In hopes of reaping huge profits, merchandisers 
incorporated the Centennial into all manners of products, 
including the manufacturing of garments with war-related 
emblems. One manufacturer attempted to produce women's 
undergarments "sporting the Confederate flag."32 For 
businessmen in such specialized industries as diorama 
makers, stage makers, consignment wear, and the music 
industry, the Centennial represented a grand opportunity for 
quick profit.-33 The fireworks industry anticipated 
remarkable sales, while publishers planned on huge profits 
from the sales of books related to the Civil War. 
3C)Francis Gates, editorial, Newsweek 17 April 1961, 
31Bill Gwaltney, editorial, Newsweek 17 April 1961, 
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Merchandisers from all over the world charged toward the 
occasion to take advantage of the events in the hopes of 
making a quick dollar during the commemorations in Atlanta. 
Centennial officials commented that tacky "Civil War" 
lighters were being sold for ten dollars. Even worse, the 
items "commemorating" the American Civil War were made in 
Japan. Another member of the commission stated that a music 
box that played "Dixie" was also made in Japan. The 
Centennial officials had little power to discourage the 
production and merchandising of such items.34 On the other 
hand, the city welcomed dollars that flowed in owing to 
tourism associated with the event. 
Department stores such as Rich's also took advantage of 
the Centennial to attract customers. Rich's ran full-page 
advertisements in the newspapers inviting patrons to come to 
the store to view the Centennial display and Civil War 
relics. Rich's also offered a Centennial booklet that 
encouraged further research in Civil War history. Harold 
Martin of the Atlanta Constitution commended the Rich's 
display and stated that the exhibition "tells more 
poignantly than 10,000 words could tell the tragic 
differences in the war-making capacities of the North and 
34Centennial Conference transcripts, July 21-22, 1960, 
GCWCC, Georgia State Archives, Atlanta, GA. 
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the South."35 The display served to illustrate the 
tremendous advantage in manufactured goods that the North 
enjoyed over the South. The uniforms on display presented 
one example of the higher quality of materials used by the 
North in its effort to win the Civil War. 
Nevertheless, not all southern business people 
prospered. One Atlantan in the music industry was furious 
that no southern musician was selected to perform during the 
Gone with the Wind celebration. Sonny Thorpe, President of 
the Atlanta Federation of Musicians, fumed that a northern 
dance band was hired for the event. Thorpe stated that it 
was ridiculous that "all of this good Southern money went 
North as soon as the checks were dry."36 The hiring of an 
outside band may represent one other way in which Atlanta 
discarded the "southern way of life" and hired musicians 
from the North to perform in the bustling, diversified, city 
that symbolized the "New South." Regardless, in the end, 
National Centennial Director Karl Betts commented, "The 
35Harold Martin, Atlanta Constitution, 27 January 1961. 
36Sonny Thorpe, editorial, Atlanta Journal, 13 March 
1961. 
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South may have lost the War, but it's sure going to win the 
Centennial. "31 
Ralph McGill, editor of the Atlanta Journal, criticized 
the Centennial and the excitement surrounding the events. 
McGill objected to the "number of persons wandering about 
the South wearing sleazy imitations of Confederate uniforms, 
growing beards, stirring up old hatreds, making ancient 
wounds bleed again . . . recreating old battles" and doing 
"a great disservice to the memory of those who fought and 
died in the war of 1861-1865. "38 McGill argued that if 
there must be a Centennial commemoration, it must be used as 
a marker of the unification of a great nation. He added, 
"if we could, in the commemoration of the Centennial of the 
Civil War, commemorate the fact that the war solidified our 
nationality ... we would be doing ourselves a great and 
lasting favor."39 
Other folks agreed and simply wanted to forget the 
entire war and let its memory rest. One Atlanta resident 
""Centennial of the Civil War . . . Business Booms 
like the Gettysburg Cannon," Newsweek, 27 March 1961, 76. 
38Ralph McGill, editorial, Atlanta Constitution, 8 
April 1961. 
39Ralph McGill, Atlanta Constitution, 16 January 1961. 
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stated that "the sooner our people forget it the better will 
be the relationship between the sections of our country."40 
In his opinion the Centennial would do no good to the 
relations of people throughout the country. He added, "We 
the sons of the South cannot in any sense whatever think of 
this centennial as a celebration. It can only fan anew the 
flame on the old altar."41 
As predicted, old hatred was indeed fanned in Atlanta 
by the Centennial observance. One Atlantan wrote Lieutenant 
Governor Peter Geer, urging that the Centennial be used to 
encourage racial separation. According to May Duffey, the 
cause of the Civil War was race. She asked why Georgia 
should not use "the Civil War Centennial of 1961-1965 to put 
over the whole truth about Race" and to establish a homeland 
for each and every race.42 In her opinion each country was 
entitled to one race and the United States should be 
40J. Truman Holland, "It would be better to Forget 
Civil War And Sectional Differences, Georgian Says," Atlanta 
Constitution , 13 January 1961. 
41Ibid. 
i2May Duffey to the Lt. Governor of Georgia, 13 October 
1960, Peter Z. Geer Collection, Civil War Centennial, Zach S. 
Henderson Library, Georgia Southern University, Special 
Collections. 
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inhabited by Caucasians. It appeared in this case that 
Atlanta's progress was limited to industry and that a 
continued quest for racial segregation lingered in the 
hearts of some Georgians. Sadly, the commission itself was 
saturated with a similar attitude. Lieutenant Governor Geer 
who served on the Centennial Commission, advocated the 
separation of the races. In a letter to a friend he 
commented that if a law was ever passed to allow African- 
Americans the right to enter a public pool, he suggested 
"that it be converted into a private club for the 
entertainment of our friends."43 It is evident from these 
comments that Atlanta still possessed some of the ideals of 
the "Old South." Fortunately, the people with such opinions 
were in the minority. 
Remarkably, within three years of these demeaning 
letters, Eugene Patterson stated that "the constant 
denigration of the Negro was over and done."44 He claimed 
that "there was no general hate here. Self-deception ended 
^Honorable James Gray to the Lt. Governor of Georgia, 
23 June 1964, Peter Z. Geer Collection, Civil War Centennial, 
Zach S. Henderson Library, Georgia Southern University - 
Special Collections. 
44Eugene Patterson, "A great South Is Arriving," 
Atlanta Constitution, 11 January 1963. 
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with the collapse of forced segregation. Georgia's example 
led the Deep South - and men of quality, like South 
Carolina's leaders, are following in her train."45 
For the most part, one-hundred years following the 
Civil War, Atlanta's racial and economic progress was quite 
apparent. Shortly after the war, Atlanta had realistically 
accepted the fact that an agrarian, slavery-based economy 
would not withstand the test of time. Hence, Atlanta leaped 
into the industrial age and graciously welcomed 
industrialists, entrepreneurs, and commerce. The city 
mourned its losses, paid tribute to the efforts of the 
Confederacy, but refrained from crumbling in grief. Mayor 
William Hartsfield commented in 1961 that Atlanta was a city 
too "busy to hate. It's the pattern of modern Atlanta, set 
by Henry Grady. We strive to undo the damage that the 
South's demagogues do to the South and try to make an 
opposite impression from that created by the loud-mouthed 
clowns."46 One Atlantan commented in 1956 that "everything 
is changing. A lot of things have been happening down here 
45Ibid. 
46Franklin M. Garrett, Atlanta and Environs: A 
Chronicle of its People and Events, Years of Change and 
Challenge, 1940-1976 (Athens: University of Georgia Press, 
1969), 325. 
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since General Sherman's soldiers got careless with matches 
back in 1864. "/il Hartsfield added, "The secret of our 
success -- we roll the carpet out for every damn Yankee who 
comes in here with two strong hands and some money. We 
break our necks to sell him."48 Hartsfield was on hand at 
the Gone with the Wind Ball and according to Yolande Gwin of 
the Atlanta Constitution, "He is going as the city he 
represents -- in full formal attire."49 It was evident that 
Atlanta still held pride in its Southern heritage, but its 
progressive and confident attitude was obvious in its 
actions and attitude. Eugene Patterson of the Atlanta 
Constitution stated, "There was an Old South: it burned and 
as America grows, the South will more than match her . . . 
greatness is setting in."50 
47Ibid., 236. 
4BIbid . , 236. 
49
"Mississippi Gamblers, Colonels, Rebel Leaders Vie 
for Spotlight at Atlanta's GWTW Ball," Atlanta Constitution, 
9 March 1961. 
50Eugene Patterson, Atlanta Constitution, 11 January 
1963 . 
Chapter 4 
Richmond: The Promotion of Progress 
In 1961 the state of Virginia still remained proud of 
its contributions to the Confederacy during the American 
Civil War. Throughout that conflict, Richmond had served as 
the state as well as the national capital for the 
Confederate States. Consequently, the city enthusiastically 
commemorated the centennial of the Civil War. According to 
the statement of principles of the Richmond Civil War 
Centennial Commission, "The 100th anniversary offers a 
unique opportunity for the city of Richmond to commemorate 
the idealism, dedication, courage and sacrifices of the men 
and women of this city."1 Richmond used the Centennial to 
commemorate its fallen soldiers, educate its citizens, and 
to promote social and economic prosperity. 
Instead of "celebrating" the Centennial, the Richmond 
Commission was determined to honor and commemorate the 
families and participants of the war. The stated purposes 
Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, Statement of 
Purpose, Box 26, Personal Correspondence of the Chairman, 
Record Group 71, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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of the Virginia Centennial were similar to the goals stated 
by Georgia: 
1. Honor the memory of those who fought and 
endured so bravely during the years of the war and the 
period which followed the war; 
2. To preserve and, where necessary, restore the 
retrospection which tie this generation to their link 
with history; 
3. To stimulate a continuing interest in the Civil 
War and thus encourage a further study of the period by 
present and future historians; and 
4. Most important, to show all Americans the value 
of the courage and high moral standards which prevailed 
among the Richmond people of those years.2 
Finally, the Centennial was established "to help Virginians 
recall once more the noble and solemn events of the great 
conflict."3 
Virginia reverently selected April 23, 1961 as the day 
to initiate the beginning of the Centennial. The day marked 
the anniversary of Robert E. Lee's appointment to command 
the armed forces of Virginia.4 In appreciation of the 
"Ibid. 
3Program, Civil War Centennial Forum, Box 4, Richmond 
Civil War Centennial Commission, Record Group 71, State 
Archives, Richmond, VA. 
''The Centennial of The American Civil War, Virginia 
Civil War Commission, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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gesture, Robert E. Lee IV attended opening day of the 
centennial in Richmond, which included a re-enactment of 
Robert E. Lee accepting his command of the Virginia forces.5 
Understandably, for those in favor of the Centennial, 
the initial planning of the events fostered apprehension. 
Thus, in response to those who had doubts about the purposes 
of the Centennial, J. Ambler Johnston, chairman of the 
Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, announced that the 
U.S. Congress had requested the governors of all states to 
send representatives to a National Civil War Centennial 
Commission in 1958. Only two southern states, Georgia and 
Virginia, had sent representatives, demonstrating an initial 
lack of desire to commemorate the event. Consequently, 
Johnston stated that it was mandatory for the South to 
become involved to prevent a "strictly northern slanted 
centennial."0 It appeared that Johnston was angered by the 
lack of interest shown by the South at the national meeting. 
Johnston added, "I came away with the feeling that if 
3Program for the Civil War Centennial Opening Day in 
Richmond, Virginia, Peter Z. Geer Collection, Civil War 
Centennial, Zach S. Henderson Library, Georgia Southern 
University, Special Collections. 
6Johnston to the Mayor Advisory Committee, 7 November 
1960, Box 26, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, 
Record Group 71, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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Southern Governors were not interested or courteous enough 
to have made a reply that the South was going to lose the 
Centennial."7 Johnston believed that it was the 
responsibility of Virginia to lead the way for the southern 
states. 
Along with commemorating the valor of the soldiers who 
fought in the Civil War, Richmond also encouraged the 
promotion of the city's economic progress. Richmond boasted 
of technological and commercial achievement, encouraging 
visitors not to "overlook the fact that the gracious capital 
of the Old South has become a thriving modern city, a center 
for industry, commerce, education and medicine with a 
metropolitan population of 410,000.® Richmond Centennial 
official, Robert Waitt, Jr., encouraged the commemoration of 
the Centennial for the promotional value it would bring to 
the community. As he explained to a colleague, "I am 
certain that you understand the great value publicity wise 
Johnston to Colonel Allen P. Julian, 13 February 1960, 
Box 26, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State 
Archives, Richmond, VA. 
8
"Richmond, Both Historic and Modern," Richmond News 
Leader, 5 January 1961. 
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this would be for our city and community."9 It is evident 
from Waitt's letter that the members of the Committee 
encouraged the Centennial as a method to promote tourism and 
commerce, and to demonstrate the progress of the city. 
Unlike Charleston, racial progress was also important 
to Richmond, which began steps toward social integration by 
desegregating all the hotels and other facilities in the 
city near the beginning of the Centennial commemorations.10 
Industrial and social progress were both major 
components of its Centennial, but in addition, Virginia 
attempted to use the Centennial as an educational tool by 
distributing booklets and pamphlets, by suggesting that 
schools create murals, displays, and by encouraging research 
in Civil War history on the state and national levels. 
Lucien Adams, assistant school superintendent, recommended 
that schools emphasize historical facts and national unity 
9Robert Waitt to Fletcher Cox, 15 January 1962, Box 
26,Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State Archives, 
Richmond, VA. 
10New Jersey Civil War Centennial Commission, 31 May 
1962, Box 8, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State 
Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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rather than regional pride.11 As the chairman of the 
Educational Committee of the Civil War Centennial, put it, 
"the centennial provides an opportunity to develop in school 
children a deeper appreciation of our democratic form of 
government and a fuller understanding of the essential unity 
of the nation which emerged from the national crisis."12 
In a similar vein, the Virginia Civil War Commission's 
stated goal was to present the history of the historical 
conflict as "exciting, moving and relevant."13 Although the 
commission claimed that it would encourage national 
patriotism, it also promoted state pride, suggesting, "You 
can work for Virginia, to build her up again, to make her 
great again. You can teach your children to love and 
cherish her."14 In an effort to stimulate the study of the 
Civil War, Richmond became the home of a $600,000 project 
funded by the state to display exhibits, maps, color films 
""Eyes on the War," Richmond News Leader, 2 November 
1961. 
i:Ibid. 
13The Centennial of the American Civil War, 21, Box 8, 
Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State Archives, 
Richmond, VA. 
"The American Civil War, 21, Box 12, Richmond Civil 
War Centennial Commission, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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and other information that illustrated the story of Virginia 
during the war years. Elks Magazine wryly noted that 
although the center was "designed by a Yankee, that doesn't 
detract from the project's merit."15 
To support the study of the war, the National 
Centennial Commission requested the assistance of archivists 
in all states to give full cooperation to the State 
Commissions. The states conducted a drive for Civil War 
documents written by individuals who served in the armies or 
lived during the years of the war. The commission hoped 
that gathering more primary sources would provide a more 
accurate analysis of the Civil War. According to James 
Robertson, member of the Richmond Centennial Commission, "in 
a state that had conducted a concerted drive for Civil War 
Documents, I found a collection for every 13 men" that 
fought in the war.16 Realizing the importance of primary 
documents in obtaining factual, eye-witness accounts of the 
Civil War, the city of Richmond and the state of Virginia 
lsElks Magazine, June 1961, 47, Box 26, Richmond Civil 
War Centennial Commission, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
16rhe American Archivist, 16, Box 26, Richmond Civil 
War Centennial Commission, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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were determined to gather more information about the war 
from those who were directly part of it. 
In regard to local tradition, Richmond prided itself on 
its historically accurate guided tours of the city. The 
Richmond Civil War Centennial Committee requested the 
passage of an ordinance aimed at the protection of the 
tourists who were coming into Richmond during the centennial 
years. According to James Kilpatrick, editor of the 
Richmond News Leader, the ordinance stated that it: 
makes it a criminal offense, punishable by a fine of 
not less than $25 nor more than $500, for any person to 
relate or describe to others in the city, for 
compensation, any fact, information or event concerning 
the War Between the States or any person connected 
therewith, without first having obtained a license from 
the Richmond Civil War Centennial Committee.17 
Kilpatrick viewed the ordinance as a violation of a person's 
constitutionally guaranteed rights. He attacked the 
Richmond Civil War Centennial Committee proclaiming, "I 
shall relate or describe certain facts, events and 
information concerning the War Between the States. And I 
shall not have applied for, or obtained from you, any 
17James Kilpatrick to J. Ambler Johnston, 17 June 1961, 
Box 26, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State 
Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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license permitting me to make this address, for 
compensation, within the city."18 
Apparently, Kilpatrick was confused for he failed to 
understand the proper wording of the ordinance. Robert 
Waitt explained to Kilpatrick that the ordinance would only 
affect the licensing of "professional guides." In addition, 
Waitt stated that the commission had requested the ordinance 
as a means to prevent "vultures from preying upon 
unsuspecting visitors to our City for the lure of tourist 
gold."19 The obvious intention of the committee was to 
prevent hucksters from taking advantage of eager tourists. 
Furthermore, the leaders of Richmond feared that if tourists 
were being cheated by non-professionals, then the tourists 
may "leave with an unfavorable impression of the city."20 
Richmond's officials did not want the city to develop a bad 
reputation owing to the actions of dishonest citizens. 
Members of the community feared that visitors would be 
cheated. As Johnston emphasized, "I do think our visitors 
18Ibid. 
19Robert Waitt to James Kilpatrick, 19 June 1961, Box 
26, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State 
Archives, Richmond, VA. 
23Ibid. 
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ought to be protected from being charged money by someone 
who is wholly ignorant of the subject."21 Waitt feared that 
inept and inexperienced guides may be inclined to exploit 
visitors.^ In light of such preventive maintenance, the 
Committee expressed surprise when James Kilpatrick 
criticized the ordinance and attacked the Committee. 
Although the state attempted to educate its citizens, 
promote social harmony, and encourage historical accuracy, 
some Virginians, like many Charlestonians, refused to allow 
the legend of the Old South to fade into history. One 
letter to the editor of the Richmond News Leader urged the 
citizens of Virginia to "observe its anniversary as it 
befits proud southerners and without the help of the 
mongrelized North. . . . Let the mongrelized, integration 
loving Yankee hold his own Centennial where and in what 
company he chooses, but let us keep ours pure and in 
tradition. "23 
^"Reconsideration of Guide Law Seen," Richmond Times 
Dispatch, 15 June 1961. 
"-Waitt to Kilpatrick, 19 June 1961, box 26, Richmond 
Civil War Centennial Commission, State Archives, Richmond, 
VA. 
^"Urges Commemoration to Follow Southern Ideal," 
Richmond News Leader, 12 April 1961. 
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Fortunately for many Virginians, a belief in progress 
was stronger than the belief in sectionalism, and the 
Virginia delegation looked with disdain on the events that 
occurred in Charleston. One citizen commented that 
Charleston was a confused city that hosted rival luncheons 
and was sponsored by "southern delegates" rather than by 
National Civil War Centennial officials.24 Others mentioned 
that Virginia should forget the old aristocratic days and 
"... make a beginning toward establishing a measure of 
harmony and friendship between the races."25 More 
importantly, Madaline Williams of the New Jersey Commission 
commented that her trip to Richmond was in stark contrast 
with her previous trip to the South. "It gave me 
exceptional pleasure that a member of my race should be 
accepted with such grace in a southern city," she said. "It 
is proof that the Civil War Centennial has taken a turn for 
the better in the South as well as the North."26 While 
24
"Charleston is in Whirl of Civil War Festivals, 
Richmond News Leader, 11 April 1961. 
25Wilson Epperson, "Has Racial Affection Gone with the 
Wind" 10 April 1961, Richmond News Leader. 
26New Jersey Civil War Centennial Commission, 31 May 
1962, Box 8, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State 
Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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visiting Virginia, Williams had accommodations in one of the 
most prestigious hotels in Richmond, the John Marshall."7 
Though it appeared that Richmond was making great 
strides in race relations and commercial progress because of 
the Centennial events, some Virginians believed that the 
Centennial was a mockery of the awfulness of the Civil War. 
Debbie Hedley, a student in Virginia, expressed her belief 
that the Centennial should not be celebrated. According to 
Hedley, "The Civil War is a part of our history of which we 
should be ashamed and want to forget."28 She added that the 
major problems between the states in 1861 demonstrated the 
weakness of the federal government, and that "it was nothing 
more than an awful war."29 Another viewer urged the 
commission to cancel any additional battle re-enactments. 
The frustrated individual lamented,"The sham battles 
threaten to make a farce of the greatest tragedy of American 
history."30 The observer continued, "The gaudy show at Bull 
^Ibid. 
28
"War Centennial Goes too Far," Richmond News Leader, 
9 May 1961. 
29Ibid. 
j0
"An Appomattox at Manassas," Richmond News Leader, 25 
July 1961. 
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Run was a noisy piece of amateur theatrics, carried on by 
overgrown boys who get a thrill out of hearing guns go 
off."31 Similarly, Walter H. Meyer of Virginia, decried 
that "the entire Civil War matter should not be re-enacted 
because no one can bring forth again the glory or the 
suffering that this war caused."3' Adding to Meyer's 
disdain, Charles Butler concurred, "I sincerely hope that 
this mockery of human suffering and tragedy can be stopped 
before we are too far into the next four years."3j Others 
were concerned that once the re-enactments concluded, the 
grounds would be littered with debris, which would detract 
from Richmond's beauty. 
In defense of the re-enactments, William Tuck, chairman 
of the executive committee of the National Civil War 
Centennial Commission, asserted that "we are not re-fighting 
the Civil War: We are re-studying it."34 Fletcher Cox, Jr., 
3:LIbid. 
32
"Civil War Glories Can't be Re-created," Richmond 
News Leader, 11 August 1961. 
33Charles Butler, "Protests Re-Enacted Civil War 
Battles," Richmond News Leader, 2 August 1961. 
34
"Almond Says Event Will Unite Country, Richmond News 
Leader, 24 April 1961. 
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of the Virginia Commission, agreed that the re-enactment 
"will remind Americans and the world that men of this nation 
have been willing to fight and die for their beliefs."35 
Rather than try to recreate the suffering caused by the war. 
Cox wanted to use the re-enactments to provide historical 
information and add a visual demonstration that could not be 
found in textbooks. He viewed the re-enactments as an 
exceptional learning resource for children and adults. Cox 
concluded, "You've got to see the color bearers charging 
right into the mouth of cannons, shouting 'Oh God, don't let 
me break!'"36 Another individual, pleased at how meticulous 
the re-enactments were done, agreed that it "gave a fuller 
sense of realism to the entire panorama of the battle."3' As 
with any major outdoor production, the field and spectator 
areas did indeed become littered with garbage. When asked 
about the litter and beer cans left on the fields, Donald 
35Fletcher Cox, "Battle Re-Enactment Stirs Manassas 
Pulse," Richmond News Leader, 19 July 1961. 
36Ibid. 
3
'Walter H. Meyer, "Civil War Glories Can't Be 
Recreated," 11 August 1961, Richmond News Leader. 
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Wilson commented in stride, "I only regret that I didn't 
have one. "38 
Similar to Atlanta, officials and businessmen in 
Richmond welcomed the economic opportunities of the 
Centennial. The Centennial served to stimulate tourism by 
allowing individuals to visit one of the capitals of the 
Confederacy and a state that hosted more than half of all 
Civil War battles.39 According to one resident, "The 40 
million expected visitors will mean about 700 million 
dollars to the state's economy."40 Other economic 
predictions claimed that the Centennial would bring at least 
ten million tourists a year into the state. More 
importantly, two billion dollars a year would be spent as a 
result of the Centennial.4" In a meeting with the Virginia 
Travel Council, Robert Waitt, Jr. emphasized that "a 
38Donald Wilson, editorial, 11 August 1961, Richmond 
News Leader. 
39Alice Hamilton Cromie, A Tour Guide of the Civil War 
(Nashville: Rutledge Hill Press, 1990), 279. 
40Nelson Hyde, "Centennial Stimulant to Tourists, 
Richmond News Leader, 17 May 1961. 
41J. Ambler Johnston, Introductory Remarks of a Speech, 
Box 23, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State 
archives, Richmond, VA. 
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dignified observance" will be both "successful and 
profitable to the tourist business."4" 
In order to stimulate tourism and participation in the 
Centennial events, the state of Virginia began an aggressive 
advertising campaign. A clipping from the Gettysburg Times 
announced that the "centennial commission is flooding the 
East with publicity and photographs and now the state has 
turned to billboard advertising."43 The tourism, according 
to Centennial officials, "will mean much to the economy of 
our state and, in particular, to your pockets as Virginia 
businessmen. 
Major companies and organizations also served to 
promote a successful Centennial and to increase profits. 
For this purpose, a publication was printed entitled "How to 
tie in with the Civil War Centennial." The director of 
42Robert Waitt, Jr. to the Virginia Travel Council, 8 
January 1961 Box 23,Richmond Civil War Centennial 
Commission, State Archives, Richmond,VA. 
""Gettysburg Times", June 16, (no year given), Box 26, 
Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State Archives, 
Richmond,VA. 
^Robert Waitt, Jr. to the Virginia Travel Council, 8 
January 1961 Box 23, Richmond Civil War Centennial 
Commission, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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Virginia's Civil War Commission urged companies to 
and promote commemorative events as long as the 
announcements were "of a public service nature and 
commercial."45 The members of the committee wanted 
sure that the event did not turn into a "commercial 
circus."46 Hoping to prevent a major mockery of the 
Centennial resulting from disrespectful commercialization of 
the event, the commission urged business-people to use good 
taste and to refrain from selling tacky products such as 
"Bob Lee Bubble gum or Ranger Mosby Foxtails, or any other 
such equivalent."47 Speaking on behalf of the National 
Centennial Commission, James Robertson, Jr., lamented, "We 
are overwhelmed by cheaply manufactured junk that discredits 
both North and South, and I assure you that none of it bears 
our Commission's stamp of approval."48 By contrast, the 
4::
"'How to tie in with the Civil War Centennial," March 
1961, 32, Box 12, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, 
State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
46Ibid. 
'
57J. Ambler Johnston, Introductory Remarks of Speech, 
box 23, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, State 
Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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"The Civil War Centennial," Archival Aspects, January 
1963, 12, Box 27, Richmond Civil War Centennial Commission, 
State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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commission encouraged advertisements that offered factual 
accuracy, correct dates, and proper location in regard to 
historic events. Additionally, the committee advised 
companies not to mention items that might be offensive to 
any geographical region or ethnic group. 
Several major advertisers, in following these 
guidelines, ingeniously promoted their products. For 
example, the Ford Motor Company offered advertisements and 
tips for the Centennial in its magazine, Ford Times, which 
devoted more than 100 pages to boosting the Centennial and 
encouraging tourists to hop into a Ford and tour the major 
battlefields and attractions.49 Richmond's Emrick Chevrolet 
rivaled Ford in Centennial advertising, creatively 
announcing that it was "blasting used car prices throughout 
this campaign and offering dandy deals on Dixie Days Blue 
and Gray Chevrolets."50 The advertisement featured a large 
Confederate battle flag and offered free Confederate money 
for those who took a demonstration drive. Even Great 
Britain intended to capitalize from the Centennial. The 
British Association, designed to encourage travel to the 
49Ford Times, Box 11, Richmond Civil War Centennial 
Commission, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
50Richmond News Leader, 4 April 1961. 
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country, issued a booklet that invited tourists to "Explore 
the Lee Country in Britain" by visiting Cotton Hall in 
Shropshire, which claimed to be the ancestral home of Robert 
E. Lee.51 
While several companies and distributors used the 
Centennial to promote sales, others feared that by the end 
of the event, the souvenir makers would have made a mockery 
of the American Civil War. There was a fear that in the 
future, the words "'Civil War' would bring to mind first a 
souvenir fad of the sixties."52 
Richmond scorned the idea of associating the honored 
words "Civil War" with the image of a tacky craze then 
erupting in America in the 1960s. Richmond's pride in its 
present achievements and its war-torn past was evident. One 
native Virginian noted that: 
Richmond's fame is not one of peace, but one of 
War! As the darkclouds of war gathered and burst, ■ 
Richmond became the symbol of the hopes of the Southern 
Confederacy -- so long as Richmond was defended, the 
Confederacy was alive. When she fell, the death knell 
of the Confederacy was tolled. So today, Richmond is 
the citadel of Confederate history and tradition — in 
"Advertisement, Box 11, Richmond Civil War Centennial 
Commission, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
52John Harris, Richmond News Leader, 24 August 1961. 
71 
this city was the heart-throb of a new nation -- and to 
the Northern forces, the cry went up for four, long, 
tragic, painful years  ^n to Richmond.'53 
According to this Virginian, Richmond held a 
strategically important position during the Civil War. The 
city's statement of principles declared, "Richmond's men and 
women met the test with a resourcefulness, steadfastness and 
a courage which deserves the tributes of a generation living 
100 years later."54 To this purpose, the majority of the 
city's citizens encouraged and appeared excited about the 
Centennial in Virginia. Indeed, Richmond had excellent 
participation and was one of the most toured cities 
throughout the event. In addition, Richmond demonstrated 
little racial animosity compared to Charleston. Rather, 
Richmond met the challenge of being the leader of the 
Centennial. Richmond's modern role was justified as it 
attracted national attention by winning the highest award 
offered by the U.S. Centennial Committee, the "Centennial 
Medallion." In regard to the achievement, Robert Waitt Jr., 
proudly stated that the award "is an acknowledgment of the 
53Goddin, C. Hobson, Richmond Virginia, 1861-1865, 5. 
University of Virginia Library - Special Collections. 
Statement of Principles, Box 26, Richmond Civil War 
Centennial Commission, State Archives, Richmond, VA. 
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national commission's approval to the type of program we 
have undertaken. Work was aimed toward a historic and 
scholarly approach and not a more sensational and flamboyant 
approach to the commemoration."55 In this, Richmond 
succeeded. 
""Centennial Group to Receive Award," Richmond Times 
Dispatch, 1 June 1963. 
Chapter 5 
Richmond, Charleston, Atlanta: A Noble Effort 
Civil War historian, Bruce Catton, summarized the main 
reason for remembering the Civil War. He stressed that, 
"Those men, the people at home who mourned them, and the 
others who would go off to war with them and who would 
somehow survive, are the real reason why we today find the 
events of the Civil War Centennial worth commemorating."1 
Hundreds of thousands of lives were effected by the four- 
year conflict that served as a pivotal point for the social 
development of the United States. Consequently, the 
commemorations proved essential for providing historical 
information regarding the molding of the United States. 
Emotionally, the Centennial served as an outlet for those 
who wished to remember the efforts of those lives lost in 
the memorable conflict. Socially, in regard to Richmond, 
social barriers were removed. Sorrowfully, in the case with 
Charleston, the Centennial increased racial division. 
Charleston sadly looked upon the surrender at 
Appomattox Courthouse as the end to the principles, 
1Charleston News and Courier, 8 January, 1961. 
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traditions, and way of life in the city. Nevertheless, the 
dream of rebuilding the "Old South" was passed down for 
several generations. In January, 1961, one Charlestonian 
commented that Southerners were able to survive the war and 
the ten years of "Yankee Occupation," and added that "angry, 
hurt, and outnumbered, white Southerners will have to seek 
new ways to save their civilization."^ A strong, even 
misguided sense of pride in the Confederacy remained in 
Charleston during the 1960s, and the Centennial offered the 
people of Charleston a brief opportunity to create a fantasy 
antebellum South. Through the pageants and memorials, 
Charleston was able to "toast" the secession of South 
Carolina from the Union and celebrate the firing on the 
"Star of the West." Young children portrayed as Confederate 
soldiers amazed reporters and visitors with their knowledge 
of particular Civil War events. Racism permeated the port 
city as hotel owners rejected African-American visitors. 
High School bands played "Dixie" and locals demeaned the re- 
enactment of the election of President Lincoln. 
Consequently, the city was criticized for condoning behavior 
and activities that opposed the goals established by the 
2
"The Lights Go Down," Charleston News and Courier, 11 
January 1961. 
75 
Civil War Centennial Commission. Instead of working toward 
national harmony, Charleston successfully demonstrated that 
it remained a city with distinct racial and social 
peculiarities. 
Contrary to this behavior, Atlanta successfully used 
the Centennial to promote growth and prosperity. Spurred on 
shortly after the war by Henry Grady, Atlanta continued to 
encourage industry and commercialization. Rather than 
concentrate on the antebellum South marked by slavery and 
secession, Atlanta envisioned economic greatness. Instead 
of dwelling on the past, Atlanta encouraged the creation of 
a "New South" based on diversity and progress. Atlanta 
raised itself from the city of ashes after the war into a 
thriving metropolis. Nonetheless, the southern Phoenix used 
the Centennial to pay homage to fallen soldiers. Successful 
recreations of Georgia battles enabled Atlanta to take an 
active part in demonstrating accurate historical accounts of 
the war. Although the racial issue also emerged in Atlanta, 
it did so on a much smaller scale. The city received little 
attention in regard to this matter owing to the limited 
number of racial problems. Paradoxically, the money-making 
attitude that raised Atlanta from its former ashes also 
encouraged mass commercialization during the Centennial. 
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Commemorative trinkets flooded the Atlanta area and 
tasteless merchandise saturated the city during the four- 
year event. Commercialization rebuilt Atlanta after the war 
and its people used the Centennial the best way they knew 
how, to make money. 
Like Atlanta, Richmond encouraged the promotion of 
economic progress and the idea of the "New South." Yet, the 
city was able to use and benefit from the Centennial in a 
number of other ways. Unlike Charleston, Richmond desired 
social progress. Hence, the city desegregated its hotels 
and other public facilities. Richmond also celebrated state 
pride and used the Centennial as a way to promote the entire 
state of Virginia. 
Education remained an important aspect of the Richmond 
Centennial. The city encouraged historical accuracy by 
establishing ordinances for local guides in an attempt to 
ensure correct information. In addition to such noble 
pursuits, Richmond was unable to prevent all citizens from 
reliving the legend of the "Old South." A hint of the 
antebellum South emerged in the Richmond commemorations. 
Luckily, the city was able to control its occasional racist 
outbursts and successfully commemorate the Centennial. 
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Richmond won high praise and received national recognition 
for its commemoration. 
For the most part, the American Civil War Centennial 
successfully brought people together who shared similar 
ideas and attitudes, whether they favored or opposed the 
commemorations. As far as achieving the stated goals 
established by the commission, not surprisingly, none of the 
cities were able to do so. Charleston failed miserably at 
promoting an objective historical analysis of the event, and 
instead fanned old flames of racial animosity. Sectionalism 
and racial animosity ruined its opportunity to create a 
positive environment. Northerners did not receive a warm 
welcome and African-Americans were looked upon unfavorably. 
By contrast, Atlanta was able to provide some meaningful 
pageants. Untimely for Centennial purposes, most of the 
Civil War action took place in Georgia toward the end of the 
war. Consequently, many people may have grown weary of 
Centennial observations by 1964. Richmond, by far, outdid 
both cities in regard to successfully achieving the stated 
goals of the Centennial. In the fields of historical 
accuracy, education, memorials, and social harmony, Richmond 
set the standard during the Civil War Centennial 
Commemoration. In an area of racial animosity and social 
78 
s1:ratlfi^tion, Charleston's commemoration demonstrated that 
the nation had a long way to go before it celebrated the 
Centennial of social harmony. 
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